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“i{Below "Is the balance of the statement of
Mr. Bryan before the committee on Inferstate
and Foreign Commerce of the House of Repre-
sentatives, August 29, 1919.  The first part of
‘the statement was printed in the October Com-
moner.—Associate Editor.]

——————

“Mr, Bryan, I think probably it would be
prought to earth before they would commence
to do it.

Mr. Winslow. How do you think this plan
nf yours would affect the high cost of living?
Mr, Bryan. That is a pertinent question.

Mr, Winslow. I mentioned it because when a
very prominent plan has been suggested it has
been said that if it would work the high cost of
Hving would be ended, and I wanted to know how
you think this plan would affect the high cost of
lHving. -

Mr. Bryan. - Well, 1 believe that anything that
eliminates unnecessary cost tends to reduce the
cost of living, and I believe that the Government
‘ownership of rallroads would: have the same ef-
'fect upon rates, which enter into the cost of lMv-
ing, that the CGovernment ownership of waler
‘plants has h.4 ¢n 1" 2 cost of water te the peopla.
A hundred years ago about 16 cities.out of 17
had private cororations owning their water
plants, 1 think to-day more than 16 out of 17
citic - own their own water plants, The tende~cy
s from private ownership to Goyernment owner-
#hip in the matter of watér plantg; that move-
ment has been constant and irresistible. A few
years ago I had a chance to make &4 comparison
‘between the privately owned plant ' in* Omahd
‘and the city-owned plant in'Lincoln, Nebr. Oma-
‘ha is more than twice as large @ coity as Lincoln.
The people, I found, paid twice 48 much per gal-
Jon of water in Omaha, where they bought it
from a private company, as the people did in
Lineoln; and in Lineoln the eity furnished itself
‘water without charge, while in Omaha the, city
had to buy the water. from the private plant,
which made it cost the citizens of Omaha really
more than twice the cost in Limcoln,

Now, I belleve that the natural effect, and
«the effoct” as shown by experienece, of o transi-
-tion from private owhership 'to Government
ownership proves that it is economy by giving
the people a better service at a lower coet.

Mr. Winslow. -That is one side of it. In the
State of Mdssachusetts, where I live, the only gas
and electrie-light companies that have taken ad-
vantage of the opportunity to become municipal
plants have all gone the other way.

Mr. Bryan. Yes, :
. Mr. Winslow. You get everything ceatralized:
end they do not work in conjunetion with the
water works of any other town. It is a complete
unit, which i in direct opposition to t e sug-
g.ction of the trunk line 'and innumerzble
branches. ,

Mr. Bryan. The electric-light plant at Jack-
sonville, Fla., was taken over by the city, and
the result there was a reduction in the price of
the service,

Mr. Winslow, Of course, that would lead to
A proper review,

One more question: I would like to ask you
if you have in mipd framing a bill, or having
some one present a bill, to cover your plan?

‘Mr, Bryan. No; I have no such thought in
mind. 1 had no further plau in mind than ap-
pearing here, and I only appear here because I

- 8fWw other plans were being presented, and, be-
lieving that the public mind is now opex on this
question, I thought that I might present this plan
and get consideration for it that I was not able
to get at otler times when the public was not
thinking on the subject.

~Mr. Denison. You nay have expressed your
views before I came int the room in reference
to:tha question that I am going to ask, and if
you did you need not repeat them. I wanted to
ask you whether or not you think that the so-
called Sims plan or the Plumb plan, as embodied
in_th&;;lml bill, would be a good thing for this
untry?
cpﬂr. Bryan. I have not felt
_ ApAwer that question ‘“‘yes"

>
)

one could safely
or “ne,"” because it

ent is apt to go out without qualification,

A oaa makes an answer ‘“‘yes” or “no” to that the

/
/A

and he is put in a position that is not his true po-
gition, I would not want to answer whether the
plan is good or bad, because it might seem like
an indorsement of it, or a condemnation of it, I
have peinted ont two: or three things that I
thought were good, and I haye pointed out some
things that I thought were bad, simply in con-
junction with the discussion. v

Mr. S8weet. Now, Col. Bryan, you have'spoken
somewhat favorably of the Plumb plan. Do you

- belleve it would be possible to: put that plan in

operation in each of the States? :

Mr. Bryan. 1 hope you will not leave your
question Just as it is, because it does not exactly
state my position. T have declined to express
ah opinion on the plan, for or against'it. I have
taken out certain things and commended thgm.
and certain other things and Eondemned them.

Mr. Sweet. I will put it, théea, “some featiure
of the Plumb plan.” A ik
Mr. Eryan. Yes. ARSpian : :

Mr. 8weet. Do ybu believe that it is desirable

“to have Governmeént ownership of' the property

and private operation? = Py
Mr. Bryan. Well, I would answer that ag I

once had to answer a question in Congress: That.

‘back half of what he had taken, or none, 1 woul

if @ burglar was in my House and I could ‘éé

take half. And so, if I could not get part of this
thing, I would take it rather than get 'nothing.
But T would prefer to have the Gové_i:nmant ﬁbth
own and operate, and not merely own, in bofh
State and Nation. v oy oot '
Mr. Sweet. Both State and Nation?.
Mr. Bryan.
Mr. Sweet, ‘80, then, you do. not believe Qm,ﬁ
the founders of our form of Government goms
templated that the Government, as.such, shonld

Mt M)
v e h. |

Both State and Nation; yes,. sir,

ever operate or manage businegs? . . . TR T
~ Mr. Bryan. . Well, there is a clause in our Con-
stitution, you know, that.gives Congress control
over interstate commerge, | NATE v i Wit
Mr, S8weet. Do you think it-goes to the extent
of operating business? by ko
Mr. Bryan. I think this: That when you come
to a condition that has developed sinece the Con-
stitution was written, but is simply the develop-
ment of the thing for which it provided, it is
only fair-to construe the Constitution as permi-
ting natural, logical, economical, and political
development of a right that it did recognize even
before the necessity for development was ap-
parent. = So, I would not think there was any;
constitutional difficulty in the way. :

Of course, as to whether a State could do it
or not might be a different question, because the
State’s constitution might not.authorize the State
government to deal with that: it might require
an amendment to the conmstitution of the State
i -enable it to own and operate the railroads.
But I have never felt go much concern as to
whether a constitution has a provision in it or
not, because I have seen constitutions amendeod
when the people wanted them amended, ani I
have gone on the theory that the constitution be-
longs to the people, and to the people living and
not to the people dead—that the people living
can make it what they want it to be, and that the
people of every State have it in their power to
amend their constitution so 28 Lo permit the
people to do whatever the people want to do.

Mr. Sweet. How long do you contemplate that

each of the States? P operation in

Mr, Bryan. If the constitution of tl
would permit, it would not take long, le.lftfl:g
constitution would not permit it and it had to
be amended, it wounld take longer. The question
can not be answered with any accuracy, because
in different States the constitutional provisions
differ as to how the constitution can be amended
For instance, in one State you can submit a!i

amendment at a special election while in a
o nother
ﬁtoante ygiu hcaél olndly submit it at a regular elec-
y whie ouid mean that you woul
wait a longer time. ' d R

Mr, Sims. . In one State the legislature mﬁst

be elected after the amendm
mitted, ent has been sub-

Mr. Bryan. Yes, You see that it difr '
different States that no on : it
b _ e rule would apply

Mr. SBweet,

Do you know of any State at the

1 prelen't'- time: that is

#Dual Plan for OWnefShip and e
Operation of Railroads

-~ Mr. 8weet. It would he

21 years after it passed the

.at_one step, but -
Asen" ‘smiol

to the States.
. each of the States of the same plan?

even
tion? agitating

: that Qe
Mr. Bryan.

Not sir,

get public opinton behing ,n;;:'::s‘:"?. then, ¢

in each of the States? that i'ind
Mr. Bryan, Yes; but
mobilizing of public ob{nio)r'nnumknw that ¢

long whén the people are thinkiny o -, 2k¢ &
[} — - i
are not ‘thimking; the Soment | 28 When 'ty

to work.

For instance, take the rofitee
the people feel that it ml Leering questiop, I

: _ an urgent pr
hear upon their governor to ca)| a apﬁcf:f po g

of the legislature to deal with profite

a few weeks' yume you can h:we gﬁii?ﬁ‘ér;nd .
ﬂfignt_. But it the people have po lhbugh:uf.
the question, and Can _not be brought fo Imor
of It as a unit or as a mass, of course, it fg g ink
to take a long while. It took W b,

\ us 21 years t
about, the election of the Senate by the p:o::;:f

House of Represent.
It took 17 years to get the Inmloﬁ;.

tax amendment adopteéd after the gy )
et supreme
nullified the law. But prohibition grew lrott]::l,

minax, question until it was .. concluded
in m‘.‘_ch; less time, ed reforp

“'Mr. Sweet. . Do you

: a
. comes an' active, urgent questioy question e,

111{! Donple ‘é

atives first,

8@e any disadvantage g

' one State :adopting your plan and another po

l_!dom-lnx«. it} .

. 'M;':"‘Br{:n. No, T suggested in my ar
that Gne f the advantages of the p}lan gi:"?ﬁ'li
it adjusts itself to the sentiment of the States
ﬂm;l hat “States ds they are ready for Goverg-
went oyWliership cdn have 1t. I do not know
whether I used the'illustration or not, but it
s il_n that 1 have sometimes used to cover this

t." The gradual adoption of & thing is the

p-‘ L)
ohe

¥ process. If a person desires to go from
ofn ‘to the room above, he does not do ft
oes fip by the stairway that
%ﬂ to the step; an" so most

ses’ AboUt 9 |
pro; :ﬁﬂ"w'- Eradi

_ ‘adual’ I ‘think the plan that [
8 Wb odm ydates ‘itself to the natural pro-
ceis dhid i. "It would L. much easier to in-
U té "Government ‘ownership. by that plan

:‘gz: ﬂ"‘t&:ﬁd be to take it all once as a rational
pfopbsition” "~ ' v

. .Mr, 8weet. You believe that under your plan,
then, each Btate will reserve to itself the rights
tq which {t is naturally entitled?

Mr.. Bryan.  Yes: that is my idea.

- Mr. Sanders of Indiana. Of course, with the
railrokd problem before us now what we want
is a practieal solution.

 Mr. Bryan. Yes.

Mr. Sanders of Indiana. Your proposed solu-
tien, would require first, the a  ption of it by
Ceongress. - We could, of course, issue no edic
It would require the adoption by

.«Mr, -Bryan. Yes, sir,

4 “Mr: Sanders of Indiana. A great many of the

- States would: have to change their constitutions.
- Some of the States might not adopt the plan &t

alli v That is quita conceivable, is it not?

“Mr. Bryan. No; it is not conceivable, if you
will' pardon me. That is, when a plan is tried
it is either demonstrated to be a success, (I &
faflure: If it is demonstrated to be a success, it
is only fair to assume it will be adopted.

Mr. Sanders of Indiana. Of course, the I‘"“:
will not he in its entirety until it is adopted b’
all the states. - 8o the plan, as a plan, can 'ml:
be tested until it is adopted by all the States, i
hence its success or failure could not influence
any of the States to come in.

Mr. Bryan. Oh, 1 beg your pardon. The [fdrie
ure of ome State to adopt it will not interfe
with the. other States adopting it at all.

Mr. Sanders of Indiana. - Well, suppose l“mr'j
does adopt the plan and suppose Indiana a?e
Wisconsin do not. Now, would Illinois have l;l
right to condemn'the Pennsylvania Railroad &
the State line, coming across there and take
over?

r. Bryan. No: not the interstate line.

rﬁ.. gaidera of Indiana. Well, you already
have the national cant

Mr. Bryan (interposing). I thought you mam_
the Government line. ilt. couk:{ ‘d“:"d e e
art of any other line; it can to-day. =
ppem,“lfa,ﬂa-éﬁ condemn the individual &;tl‘tfﬁf;
erty, do you doubt the State that gu‘;e ad?
right can go out and condemn the railro {niou

Mr. Sanders of Indiana. It is your 0£ pa
that the State of Illinojs could (:ontle‘fﬂ? well,
of an interstate railroad and control it




